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INTRODUCTION 
Although employment is generally conceded to be a 
major measure of economic growth and development in 
area economies, efforts to forecast employment change on 
a regional basis have not been particularly successful. 
Investigators have used various methods. They include 
input-output, community base analyses, straight-line trend 
projection, shift-share and variations of these basic tech-
niques. Yet these methods have not been considered 
satisfactory in most cases. 1 
An approach was developed at this experiment sta-
tion for studying changes in total employment and its 
structural sectors from 1950-60 in Missouri . In this ap-
proach the trends in the various sectors were evaluated 
on a county basis for the census of 1950 and 1960. (The 
use of 1940 census data was considered but was excluded 
because of the unusual economic conditions which existed 
during that decade.) 
The study of county employment in Missouri had 
two major objectives: (1) to determine the trend in total 
employment and sector employment on a county basis for 
the period from 1950 to 1960 and (2) to develop method-
ology for projecting employment change on a county and 
area basis. 
The method is based upon the concepts of the com-
munity economic base analysis. The framework assumes 
that all employment in an area economy such as a county 
can be divided into two categories. These are called basic 
and non-basic. Basic employment consists of employment 
sectors which produce goods and services for sale primar-
ily outside of the local area. Examples of industries gen-
erally conceded to be primarily basic are agriculture and 
manufacturing. Non-basic employment groups are those 
that exist primarily to service the basic industries in an 
area and most of the output produced by non-basic em-
ployment is sold locally. 
' Charles T. Stewart, Jr., "Regional Allocation of Public Funds for Eco-
nomic Devdopment," Land Economics, Nov. 1967, p. 424. 
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The concept of the community economic base pro-
vided a framework wherein it was determined by statisti-
cal techniques the average change in total employment 
that could be expected to occur as a result of a given 
change in employment in certain basic industries. This 
procedure then resolves projecting of total employment in 
an area to a problem of determining changes in employ-
ment in certain basic industries. This type of procedure 
has a major advantage over other methods which fail to 
recognize the multiplier impact on total employment 
that will result from a given change in employment in a 
basic component of the local economy such as agriculture 
or manufacturing employment. 
Projections using this q>mmunity economic base in-
dicate the employment and population declines that were 
so drastic in the 1950's have been arrested and in most 
Classification of Counties 
For analytical purposes, it seemed appropriate to 
classify counties in Missouri on some logical basis in or-
der to reduce variation in service employment induced by 
changes in basic employment. These variations were hy-
pothesized because wider range of services would be of-
fered in larger population centers. Such a variation in ser-
vice offered by large as opposed to small centers would 
a priori seem to result in a larger multiplier effect from 
variation in basic employment in large counties as op-
posed to the effect in smaller counties. 
Initially, counties within the state were classified as 
Class I, Class II, and Class III counties. The basis for 
classification was the percentage of total employment 
within agriculture as of the 1960 census. The classifications 
were as follows: 
Descri pti on of Industry 
Employment Changes, 1950-1960 
In the United States 
The decade from 1950-1960 was an important period 
in the history of the U. S. economy. From the standpoint 
. of employment, a significant feature of this period was a 
real testing of the feasibility of maintaining a fully em-
ployed economy. 
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areas reversed. Where 89 Missouri counties lost popula-
tion in the 1950's these projections show only 23 lost em-
ployment and population in the 1960's and 19 would be 
expected to lose through 1980. 
Employment data were available only on a 10 year 
census data basis. This fact limits to some extent the em-
pirical determinations that can be made on county and 
regional employment changes. 
Census data are broken down into twenty-seven ma-
jor sectors. Typical census classifications are agriculture, 
manufacturing, mining, construction, retail trade and so 
on through the different employment groups. This study 
used the census classification by industry. In addition, 
manufacturing is further subdivided. However, this study 
used only the 27-sector break-down. 
County Class2 Percent of Total EmploymelJ.t Number of 
in Agriculture Counties 
I below 15 26 
II 15 to 30 47 
III above 30 42 
The above classification appeared to be logical on 
two bases. The importance of agriculture in the county 
economy should be closely related to the size of popula-
tion centers and thus could be expected to result in re-
ducing variations resulting from differences in the avail-
ability of services. In addition, such a classification, it was 
hypothesized, would allow more effective discrimination 
between possible differences in induced basic effects re-
sulting from differences in the relative importance of the 
various designated basic industries to the local economy. 
Employment alternatives coupled with radical changes 
in agricultural technology resulted in a flow of human 
resources from rural to urban areas and from farm to in-
dustry which has produced radical changes in the stan-
2See appendix tables 1 through 24 for actual counties included in each 
classification category. Total of 115 includes St. Louis dry and county as separ-
ate units. 
TABLE 1. EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY GROUP IN MISSOURI AND UNITED STATES 
Un ited S to tes 
Total Employed 56,239,449 
Manufacturing 14,575,692 
Wholesale & 
Retail Trade 10,547,569 
Agricultu re, 
Forestry, 
7,005,403 Fisheries 
Professional & 
Related Serv. 4,674,548 
Trans., Comm., 
Pub. Utility 4,368,302 
Persona I Serv. 3,488,551 
Retail Trade 3,439,924 
Finance, Ins . , 
Real Estate 1,916,220 
Business & 
Repair Serv . 1,411,357 
Mining 929,152 
Enter. & Rec. 
Service 554,029 
Public 
Administration 
Industries 
Not Reported 
% of 
total 
25.9 
18.7 
12.4 
8.3 
7.8 
6.2 
6.1 
3.4 
2.5 
1.6 
1.0 
1950 
Missouri 
1,521,817 
331,885 
298,261 
267,860 
118,444 
134,652 
83,344 
84,447 
50,489 
37,741 
9,532 
12,838 
% of 
total 
21.8 
19.6 
17.6 
7.8 
8.8 
5.5 
5.5 
3.3 
2.5 
.6 
.8 
dards of living and ways of life in America. It has led to 
a great need for better understanding of these forces and 
the impact that changes in employment in certain indus· 
tries can have upon the economic life of a particular area. 
In Missouri 
To provide perspective for the study of county em-
ployment in Missouri, the trends in total employment 
and the census sector classifications were examined for the 
period 1950 to 1960. The results of these analyses are 
shown in Table 1. Total employment in the United States 
increased by about 15 percent for the period from 1950 to 
1960 while Missouri employment increased by only slight-
ly over three percent. 
Agriculture, forestry, and fisheries declined as a source 
of employment both in the State of Missouri and the 
United States from 1950 to 1960. Nationally these basic 
Un ited States 
64,639,247 
17,513,086 
4,349,884 
4,458,147 
3,815,937 
654,006 
3,202,890 
2,608,085 
% of 
total 
27.1 
6.7 
6.9 
5.9 
1.0 
5.0 
4.0 
1960 
Missouri 
1,571,900 
387,735 
150,022 
125,162 
86,166 
7,682 
70,201 
79,083 
% of 
total 
24.7 
9.6 
8.0 
5.5 
0.5 
4.5 
5.0 
Percen t of Change 
1950-60 
U.S. Mo. 
14.9 3.4 
20.2 16.8 
- 37.9 - 44.0 
2.1 - 7.0 
10.9 2.0 
- 29.6 - 19.4 
28.7 12.3 
210.6 147.6 
industries accounted for 12 percent of total employment 
in 1950 but had declined to around seven percent by 1960. 
Missouri showed the same general relationship with these 
basic industries accounting for over 17 percent of total 
-employment in 1950 but declining to less than 10 percent 
of total employment by 1960. 
Manufacturing increased in importance both relatively 
and absolutely in the nation and Missouri from 1950 to 
1960. In 1950 manufacturing accounted for 26 percent of 
total employment nationally and 22 percent in Missouri. 
By 1960 manufacturing accounted for 27 percent of na-
tional employment and 25 percent of Missouri's total em-
ployment. 
The largest single growth employment sector in the 
nation and state of Missouri for the period from 1950 to 
1960 was professional and related services. Professional 
and related services grew by over 60 percent nationally 
and by nearly 50 percent in Missouri from 1950 to 1960. 
Changes in Total Employment by County Class 
Total employment trends varied considerably by 
classes of counties in Missouri from 1950-1960. There were 
26 counties classified as Class I as of the 1960 census and 
these counties had an average employment increase of 16 
5 
percent from 1950 to 1960 (Appendix; Table 1) . Only 
seven counties in this group lo~t employment. They were 
either counties with mining as the basic industry or cen-
tral cities losing employment to surburban areas. 
Class II counties lost employment on an average of 
over six percent from 1950 to 1960 (Appendix Table 2). 
Only nine of the 47 counties in this group gained em-
ployment during the decade and in all except three cases 
the increase was very small (Appendix Table 2). 
All of the 42 Class III counties suffered employment 
declines from 1950-1960 with an average decline of nearly 
17 percent. (Appendix Table 3). These were all heavily 
dependent on agriculture with over 30 percent of total 
employment in agriculrure as of 1960. 
All Missouri counties suffered severe declines in ag-
ricultural employment during the decade of the 1950's 
(Appendix Tables 4, 5, and 6) . Class I and II suffered 
average declines of approximately 46 percent while Class 
III counties suffered an average decline of 42 percent for 
the decade. 
One-hundred-two of Missouri's 114 counties showed 
increases in manufacruring employment from 1950 to 1960 
(Appendix Tables 7, 8, and 9) . Twelve counties and the 
city of St. Louis lost manufacturing employment from 
1950 to 1960. Most Class I counties had relatively high 
manufacturing employment in 1950, thus the relative 
changes in manufacturing employment were greater in 
Class II and III counties than in Class I counties during 
the decade. It should be noted that out of the seven Class 
I counties losing employment during the period, two 
counties, Madison and Randolph, and the city of St. Louis 
lost manufacruring employment. 
Employment in retail trade increased in all counties 
for the period (Appendix Tables 10, 11, 12). Only the 
city of St. Louis lost employment in retail trade from 
1950 to 1960. The increases in retail trade employment 
for all classes was over 100 percent. The percentage of 
total employment accounted for in retail trade increased 
greatly for all class counties. Retail trade accounted for 
approximately 15 percent of total employment as of 1960 
as opposed to around seven percent in 1950 for all county 
classes. 
To avoid large numbers of industry classifications, 
several different service industries were aggregated into a 
general service industry classification. Those aggregated 
were finance, insurance and real estate; business services, 
repair services, private households, other personal services, 
entertainment and recreation services; and hospitals. These 
will be referred to as the service industry. 
The service industry did not show an overall employ-
ment increase in any of the three classifications of coun-
ties in the state of Missouri from 1950 to 1960 (Appendix 
Tables 13, 14, and 15). Only five of the Class I counties 
showed increases in service employment from 1950 to 
1960. Only three Class II counties showed increases while 
no Class III counties had increases in service employment. 
The facts were somewhat surprising since it has been ar-
gued in recent years that the service industry is the high 
growth industry. 
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Welfare, religious and other professional and related 
services along with groups not classified were aggregated. 
This group included relatively high growth industries in 
the state for all county classifications from 1950 to 1960 
(A ppendix Tables 16, 17, and 18). The general service 
group declined in relative importance for all classifica-
tions. 
Educational services employment increased for all 
counry classifications during the decade (Appendix Tables 
19, 20, and 21). However, the average increase was not 
large in any case and the relative importance of this cate-
gory of employment changed little from 1950 to 1960 in 
all classifications of counties. 
Employment in public administration increased in all 
county classes from 1950 to 1960 (Appendix Tables 22, 
23, and 24). 
A summary of average county employment changes 
by classes of counties is'shown in Table 2. Total employ-
ment increased only in the Class I counties from 1950 to 
1960. Class II and Class III counties suffered average em-
ployment declines of 6.4 and 16.8 percent respectively. 
Percentage declines in agricultural employment were 
large for all classes of counties (Table 2) . Average per-
centage decline was highest in the Class I counties. The 
service employment category showed substantial decline 
in all county classifications from 1950-60. Employment in 
retail trade showed the largest percentage increase of any 
industry classification for all county classifications. 
All other industry classifications showed substantial 
employment increases in all county classifications (Table 
2). Manufacturing employment increased in all classifica-
tions, but showed the largest percentage increase in the 
low-population high-agricultural employment class. 
TABLE 2. AVERAGE PERCENTAGE EMPLOYMENT CHANGE BY 
COUNTY CLASS, 1950-60 
Employment Closs I Closs II Closs III 
Sector 
Total Employment + 16.2 - 6.4 - 16.8 
Agriculture - 61.2 - 46.4 - 42.2 
Manufacturing + 33.1 + 63.5 + 65.2 
Retail Trade +115.6 +130.2 +116.7 
Service - 22.2 - 33.5 - 41.3 
Welfare, Religious 
Other, Professional 
Industry, not 
reported +100.4 + 42.4 + 18.7 
Educational 
Service + 32.8 + 13 . 1 + 12.2 
Public 
Administration + 45.4 + 35.4 + 30.3 
SUMMARY OF EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN 
MISSOURI 1950-1960 
Total employment in Missouri increased by three per-
cent from 1950 to 1960 while total employment in the 
United States increased 15 percent during the same period. 
In terms of sector employment changes, Missouri 
followed the national trends patterns. Agricultural em-
ployment showed substantial declines while manufacturing 
employment increased by 20 percent nationally and 17 
percent in the state of Missouri from 1950 to 1960. 
Professional and related services was the largest growth 
industry with 60 percent increases at the national level 
and 50 percent at the state level. 
Only Class I counties as a group maintained or in-
creased total employment from 1950 to 1960. Class II and 
III counties generally suffered employment declines. 
Agricultural employment decreased in all county 
classes. Predominantly rural areas (Class III counties) 
showed consistently larger percentage increases in man-
ufacturing employment than urban counties. 
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'.:-:.::.:. GROUP I . 
.. . High Growth 
Towns over 9000 & less than 
employment in agriculture 
GROUP ,, -
Moderate Growth 
Towns over 9000 
employment in ag riculture in 1960. 
GROUP III . 
St.1gnant to Low Growth 
Towns of less than 2500 & less than 30% V<J'VV'.jV",,")Y 
of emp loymen t in agriculture in 1960. 
GROUP IV 
Stagnant to Decl ine 
Fig. 1-County Grouping 
by Town Size and 
Agricultural Employment 
(1960) 
Town size of 2500 to 9000 & between 15 Int!----t~~~ 
& 30% of employment in agricu lture in .- ~~~~~~/r~rr-1 
1968. :~ 
B888 GROUPV 
Moderate Decline and Low Growth 
Potential 
Town size 2500 to 5000 and over 30% of NlW 
employment in agricu ltu re in 1968 
~/~GROUPV I 
' Low Growth Potential 1::Z22£L __ .LWLW2w:~~~~,-_..J~~"a;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;.;;;;.;.A..-~ 
Town size less than 2500 and more than L 
30% of employment in agricu lture in 
1960. 
·Sec l e)( 1 for cou nties With Lown popu lation 
except ions. 
COUNTY EMPLOYMENT AND POPULATION PROJECTIONS 
An ana lytica l model was deve loped to project county 
employment and population. 3 In this case the objective 
was to p ro ject county employment and populati n in 
Missouri for 1970 and 1980 using the results of the anaJ-
ysis of 1950 and 1960 data . 
In order (Q project employment and population for 
1970 and 1980 it was necessary to classify the state into a 
set of reasonably homogeneous coun ty groups. In addit ion, 
it was necessary to make a number of assumptions regard-
ing the rate of change in employment in the basic indus-
tries (agricu lture and manufacturing for th e projections 
periods). 
For purposes of county groupings, it was decided to 
classify counties by growth potential on the basis of rown 
size and percentage of rotal employment in agriculrure as 
of 1960. This was based o n the county breakdowns thar 
were previously used for the regress ion analysis of county 
e mployment data. 
' For a det.iled devtiopmem of the model sec Agricultural Economics Pa· 
per Number ~ 1. 
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The reason ing fo r county class ification s by g rowth 
category on the basi s of ag ri cu ltura l employment and 
town size was as fo llows. It was ass umed that in counties 
with re latively hig h agri cultural employment, further ad-
justments downward in agri cultura l emp loy ment wou ld 
produce stronger downward pressure n total employment 
than in those county eco nom ies less dependent on agri-
cu ltura l employment. Town size was assumed (Q be im-
portant as a grouping variable because larger town sizes 
are assumed to offer a wider range of services than smaller 
towns. Thus, any multiplier effect from increases in basic 
employment should be so mew hat higher in economic 
areas with larger tow n sizes. 
On the basis of the above reasoning six groupings of 
counti es were estab li shed w ith hypothesized variable 
growth po tential for the srudy periods (Fig. 1). The COLm-
ty groupings were as fo llows: 
Group 1. High growth consisted of those counties with 
town sizes of over 9,000 and less than 15 percent of total 
employment in agriculture as of the 1960 census. 
Group II. Moderate growth consisted of those counties 
with less than 30 percent agricultural employment as of 
1960 but with town size of over 9,000 people. Franklin, 
Jefferson, New Madrid, Mississippi and Pemiscot Coun-
ties were included in this category though maximwn 
town sizes were below 9,000. These counties were deemed 
special cases because of close proximity to more highly 
developed, larger growth areas. 
Group III. Stagnant to low growth consisted of those 
counties with less than 30 percent of employment in ag-
riculture as of 1960 and with maximum town size of less 
than 2,500 people. 
Group IV. Stagnant to decline consisted of those coun-
ties with 15 to 30 percent of employment in agriculture 
but with a maximum town size of 2,500 to 9,000 people. 
Group V. Moderate decline and low growth potential 
consisted of those counties with over 30 percent of total 
employment in agriculture as of 1960 but with a maxi-
mum town size of 2,500 to 5,000 people. 
Group VI. Low growth potential consisted of those 
counties with more than 30 percent of total employment 
in agriculrure as of the 1960 census. In addition, the max-
imum town size in these counties was below 2,500 peo-
ple as of the 1960 census. 
Projections of employment and population for 1970 
and 1980 by county were made on the basis of assump-
tions regarding the rate of change in basic manufacturing 
and agriculrural employment. The regression analysis of 
the 1950 and 1960 county employment data pointed 
strongly to the preponderant positions of these two in-
dustries in producing change in total employment on a 
county basis. 
Mining and recreation employment were the only 
other industries that a priori could be classified as basic 
that added significantly to explained variation in total 
employment change from 1950 to 1960. Thus, it is argued 
that the use of manufacturing and agricultural employ-
ment change as the major change variable would indicate 
a lower bias to the projected employment and population 
figures on a county basis for 1970 and 1980. 
The following assumptions were made in the pro-
jection analysis: 
(1) Agricultural employment will continue to decline 
in all counties during the 1960's and 1970's. However, the 
rate of decline will slow down during the 60's and 70's 
relative to the rate of decline in the 1950's. The argument 
for this assumption is that many people counted as em-
ployed in agriculture as of the 1950 census were actually 
transient to agriculture, having been induced to enter 
farming by GI training rights and other postwar incen-
tives. The decade of the 1950's saw a rapid exodus of 
these temporary farmers. By the 1960's most people left 
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in agriculture were those with long experience in coping 
with adversities of the agricultural economy. Thus, it is 
argued that employment declines in agriculture during 
the 1960's and 1970's will be considerably lower percent-
age-wise than that experienced during the decade of the 
1950's. Specifically, a decline of 30 percent was assumed 
for the 1960's and 1970's. This compared with an average 
percentage decline of approximately 40 percent during 
the 1950's. 
(2) Manufacturing employment was assumed to con-
tinue to increase but at a somewhat slower rate than that 
occurring during the 1950's. Each county grouping as 
previously defined was assumed a different rate of growth 
in manufacturing employment for the 1960's and 1970's. 
Preliminary data acquired from the Missouri office of the 
Employment Security Division and from the Commerce 
and Industrial Development Office indicate that manu-
facturing employment has continued to grow throughout 
the entire state during the 1960's. 
(3) Several assumptions were necessary concerning 
the multiplier effect of agriculture and manufacturing em-
ployment upon total county employment. Multipliers de-
termined by a cross-sectional first difference analysis were 
assumed to be the most likely to be realistic. 4 Statistically, 
there were no significant differences between the coeffi-
cients determined for the three way county classifications 
based on town size. These coefficients were also very 
similar for all classifications. Thus, it seemed plausible to 
use a multiplier based on them. For agriculture the mul-
tiplier was assumed to be 1.5, i.e., for one unit change in 
agricultural employment, 1.5 unit of change in total em-
ployment would occur over a ten year period. Similarly 
the multiplier assumed for manufacruring was assumed 
to be 2.5. 
( 4) An analysis of the relation between population 
and employment suggested a multiplier of 2.5 between 
employment and population. 
Using the framework of the model with the assump-
tions developed above, projections were made for employ-
ment and populations for all counties in Missouri for 
1970 and 1980. These projections are shown on Tables 
3 through 8. It should be carefully noted by the reader at 
this point that these population and employment projec-
tions are projections and not forecasts. Such projections 
were obtained by the rigid application of the asswnptions 
outlined above. It is believed that these results showed 
broad tendencies for shifts in employment and population 
that were inherent and operative from basic economic 
forces operating in the decade of the 1950's. 
The user on an individual county basis must be very 
cautious in using these results without reservation. Indi-
vidual counties will deviate from the normal because of 
deviations from the average changes in manufacturing and 
perhaps other basic economics sectors in particular cases. 
' See sp~ial paper for more detailed discussion of multipliers. 
TABLE 3. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP I COUNTIES 1950-1980 
Projected Employmen t % Change Projected Population % Change 
Coun ty 1950 1960 1970 1980 1960-70 
Buchanon 37,101 34,789 41,678 47,645 +19.8 
Boone 17,180 22,023 27,743 28,757 +26 . 0 
Cope Girardeau 15,607 15,917 17,835 20,327 +12.0 
Cole 13,618 15,224 16,417 17,424 + 7.8 
Clay 17,484 33,840 39,486 42,839 +16.7 
Greene 38,913 47,331 53,863 61,396 +13.8 
Jasper 28,718 27,572 32,017 42,337 +16.1 
Phelps 6.,759 8,115 8,544 9,145 + 5.0 
Ra ndolph 8,834 7,654 7,942 8,476 + 3.8 
Jac kson 235,007 252,517 297,469 346,624 +17.8 
St. Charles 11,629 18,359 27,722 27,750 +23.8 
St. Louis 156,526 263,200 326,560 395,782 +24.1 
Scott 11 ,055 10,362 11,479 13,673 +10.8 
Average +15.2 
Thus, the individual user should subject the assumptions 
of this study to very careful scrutiny. The individual coun-
ty figures should be adjusted on the basis of the user's 
specialized knowledge of area. For example, the gain or 
loss of a manufacturing plant employing 300 people and 
not considered within the framework of the assumptions 
of this study could bias total employment projections by 
750 and populations projections by nearly 1900. If the 
results of this study are to be useful such change must 
be considered by the individual user. 
Group I counties are classified high growth areas be-
cause of larger cities and relatively low agriculture em-
ployment. However, the average percentage increase in 
manufacturing employment was approximately 38 percent 
for the 1950-1960 period. For projection purposes, an in-
crease of 40 percent in manufacturing employment was 
assumed for the decades ending 1970 and 1980. 
Group II counties were moderate growth counties 
because of larger towns and relatively low dependence 
on agricultural employment. However, this set of coun-
ties averaged only 35 percent increases in manufacturing 
employment during the 1950's. Thus, an increase in man-
ufacturing employment of 30 percent was assumed for 
the 1960's. However, it was assumed that manufacturing 
employment would increase by 40 percent by 1980 over 
the 1970 figure. 
Group III counties were classified low growth coun-
ties even though they were predominantly dependent on 
agricultural employment. Town size was slightly larger 
than in group II and thus these counties were assumed to 
have slightly better growh potential. The average increase 
in manufacturing employment for these counties during 
the 1950's was 65 percent. A manufacturing growth rate 
of 50 percent was assumed for these counties for both 
the 1960's and 1970's. 
1970-80 1950 1960 1970 1980 1960-70 1970-80 
+14.3 98,826 90,581 107,803 122,721 +19.0 +13.8 
+ 3.6 48,432 55,202 69,502 72,037 +25.9 + 3.7 
+14.0 38,387 42,020 46,815 53,045 +11. 4 +13.3 
+ 6.1 35,464 40,761 43,743 46,260 + 7.3 + 5.8 
+ 8.5 45,221 87,474 101,589 117,471 +16.1 +15.6 
+14.0 104,823 126,276 142,606 161,438 +12.9 +13 . 2 
+32.2 79,106 78,863 89,975 102,875 +14.1 +14.3 
+ 7.0 21,504 25,396 26,468 27,970 + 4.2 + 5.7 
+ 7.0 22,918 22,014 22,734 24,069 + 3.3 + 5.9 
+16 . 5 541,080 623,693 736,073 858,961 +18.0 +16.7 
+22.1 29,834 52,970 63,878 76,448 +20.6 +19.7 
+21.2 406,349 703,532 861,932 1,034,981 +22 . 5 +20.1 
+16.0 32,842 32,748 35,634 39,619 + 8.8 +11.2 
+14.0 +14.2 +12.2 
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Group IV counties were originally classified "stag-
nant to decline" because of small maximum town size 
and relatively high dependence on agricultural employ-
ment. Yet these counties averaged a 56 percent increase 
in manufacturing employment during the 1950's. It was 
assumed that a 50 percent rate of increase in manufactur-
ing employment would prevail both in the 1960's and 
1970's. 
Group V counties included only 5 counties in the 
high agricultural employment category. The average in-
crease in manufacturing employment for this group was 
62 percent from 1950 to 1960. A 50 percent increase in 
manufacturing employment was assumed for these coun-
ties for both the 60's and 70's. 
Group VI counties showed an average increase in 
manufacturing employments of 146 percent during the 
1950's. Although these counties were characterized by a 
town of less than 2,500 and high agricultural employment, 
this was by far the largest percentage increase in manu-
facturing employment of any of the county groupings. 
Manufacturing employment was assumed to increase 50 
percent during the 1960's and another 50 percent during 
the 1970's. 
All Group I counties showed increases in employ-
ment and population for 1970 and 1980 relative to 1960. 
(Table 3) . This, of course, was expected since these were 
classified as counties with high growth potential. 
Eighteen counties were classified as moderate growth 
counties (Group II, Table 4) . Five of these counties lost 
population and employment during the 1950's. Five of 
these counties were projected to continue to lose popula-
tion and employment from 1960-1970. Only Pemiscot 
and Nodaway are projected to continue population and 
employment declines through 1980. 
Twenty-five counties were classified as "stagnant to 
low" growth areas (Group III, Table 5). Twenty of these 
TABLE 4. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP II COUNTIES 1960-80 
Projected Employment % Chonge Projected Population 
County 1950 1960 1970 1980 1960-70 1970-80 1950 1960 1970 1980 
Adair 
Audrain 
Butler 
Callaway 
Dunklin 
Johnson 
Jefferson 
Franklin 
Marion 
Newton 
Nodaway 
Mississippi 
Pettis 
Platt 
Pemiscot 
Livingston 
Saline 
Stoddard 
County 
Barry 
Barton 
Cass 
Clinton 
Cooper 
Dent 
Gasconade 
Grundy 
Henry 
Howard 
Howell 
Lewis 
Linn 
Lincoln 
Miller 
Moniteau 
Perry 
Pike 
Ray 
7,047 
9,636 
11,022 
8,387 
12,964 
7,896 
13,683 
13,994 
11 ,664 
9,489 
8,596 
6,256 
12,901 
5,401 
12,315 
5,905 
9,469 
10,629 
1950 
St. Genevieve 
Vernon 
7,691 
4,628 
4,367 
4,280 
6,407 
4,020 
5,165 
4,860 
7,394 
4,383 
7,211 
3,663 
6,751 
5,187 
4,607 
3,888 
6,014 
6,495 
5,633 
4,067 
7,488 
6,973 
8,602 
6,685 
9,601 
Macon 
Lawrence 
Laclede 
Lafayette 
7,254 
9,681 
10,237 
8,084 
11,191 
8,579 
2,462 
16,735 
11 ,380 
9,831 
8,121 
5,632 
11,862 
8,470 
9,634 
5,854 
9,198 
9,081 
7,563 
11,135 
10,369 
8,526 
10,540 
8,678 
27,184 
20,482 
11,715 
11 ,680 
7,267 
5,752 
12,769 
9,311 
8,659 
5,754 
9,772 
9,038 
8,778 
14,492 
12,649 
9,976 
11,169 
9,563 
37,546 
28,043 
15,059 
14,589 
7,123 
6,172 
15,171 
11 ,313 
8,240 
6,299 
11 ,897 
10,552 
+ 4.3 
+15.0 
+ 1.3 
+ 5.5 
- 5.8 
+ 1.2 
+26.7 
+22.4 
+29.4 
+18.8 
-10.5 
+ 2.1 
+ 7.6 
+ 9.9 
-10.1 
- 1.9 
+ 6.2 
- .2 
+ 6.8 
+13.8 
+30.1 
+22.0 
+17.0 
+ 6.0 
+10.2 
+38.1 
+36.9 
+28.5 
+24.9 
- 2.0 
+ 7.3 
+18.8 
+21.5 
- 4.8 
+ 9.6 
+21.7 
+16.9 
+17 .6 
19,689 
23,829 
37,707 
23,316 
45,329 
20,716 
38,007 
36,046 
29,765 
28,240 
24,003 
22,551, 
31,577 
14,973 
45,624 
16,532 
26,694 
33,463 
20,105 
26,079 
34,656 
23,858 
39,139 
28,981 
66,377 
44,566 
29,522 
30,093 
22,215 
20,695 
35,120 
23,350 
38,095 
15,771 
25,148 
29,490 
20,878 
29,714 
34,986 
24,963 
37,511 
29,229 
80,682 
53,934 
30,360 
33,436 
20,080 
20,995 
37,388 
25,452 
35,855 
15,499 
26,583 
29,382 
TABLE 5. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP III COUNTIES 1960-80 
23,915 
38,106 
37,836 
28,588 
39,083 
31,441 
106,587 
72,836 
38,720 
40,708 
19,720 
22,045 
43,393 
30,457 
34,807 
16,884 
31,895 
33,167 
Average 
Projected Employment % Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
Projected Population 
1960 1970 1980 
6,153 
3,729 
8,853 
4,479 
5,834 
3,376 
4,925 
4,512 
6,892 
3,765 
7,246 
4,055 
6,031 
5,010 
4,945 
3,720 
5,177 
5,171 
5,451 
3,873 
6,970 
5,964 
8,284 
6,415 
9,080 
6,967 
4,026 
10,708 
4,463 
5,527 
4,289 
6,651 
4,812 
7,295 
3,725 
8,879 
4,300 
6,510 
5,671 
5,689 
4,279 
6,284 
6,926 
5,977 
5,317 
7,116 
6,146 
9,961 
7,430 
10,513 
8,368 
4,688 
12,222 
5,075 
7,769 
5,567 
9,013 
5,293 
8,274 
3,993 
11,189 
4,900 
7,504 
6,850 
6,727 
5,204 
8,001 
9,674 
7,002 
7,254 
8,128 
7,110 
13,211 
9,392 
13,529 
Average 
+13.2 
+ 8.0 
+20.9 
- .2 
+11. 9 
+27.0 
+35.0 
+ 6.6 
+ 5.8 
- 1.1 
+22.5 
+ 6.0 
+ 7.9 
+13.2 
+15.0 
+15.0 
+21.4 
+12.2 
+ 9.6 
+37.3 
+ 2.1 
+ 3.0 
+20.2 
+15.8 
+15.8 
+13.7 
+20.1 
+20.9 
+14.1 
+13 . 7 
+19.0 
+30.0 
+35.5 
+10.0 
+13.4 
+ 7.2 
+26.0 
+13.9 
+15.3 
+20.8 
+18.2 
+21.6 
+27.3 
+39.7 
+17.1 
+36.4 
+14.2 
+15.7 
+32.6 
+26.4 
+28.7 
+21.5 
11 
1950 
21,755 
12,578 
19,325 
11,726 
16,608 
10,936 
12,342 
13,220 
20,043 
11,857 
22,725 
10,733 
18,865 
13,487 
13,734 
10,840 
14,890 
16,844 
15,932 
11,237 
22,685 
18,332 
23,420 
19,010 
25,272 
1960 1970 
18,921 
1 I, 113 
29,702 
11 ,588 
15,488 
10,445 
12,195 
12,220 
19,226 
10,859 
22,027 
10,984 
16,815 
14,783 
13,800 
10,500 
14,642 
16,706 
16,075 
12,116 
20,540 
16,473 
23,260 
18,991 
25,274 
20,956 
11,855 
34,340 
11,548 
17,220 
12,725 
16,510 
12,970 
20,234 
10,759 
26,109 
11 ,596 
18,013 
16,435 
15,660 
11,898 
17,410 
18,594 
17,390 
15,726 
20,905 
16,928 
27,452 
21,529 
28,856 
1980 
24,458 
13,510 
38,125 
12,313 
20,325 
15,922 
22,415 
14,172 
22,682 
11 ,419 
31,884 
13,096 
20,510 
19,383 
18,255 
14,210 
21,702 
22,029 
19,952 
20,568 
23,435 
19,338 
35,577 
26,434 
36,396 
Average 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
+ 3.8 
+13.9 
+ .9 
+ 4.6 
- 4.1 
+ .9 
+21.6 
+21.0 
+28.4 
+11.1 
- 9.6 
+ 1.4 
+ 6.5 
+ 9.0 
- 5.9 
- 1. 7 
+ 5.7 
- .4 
5.9 
+14.5 
+28.2 
+ 8.1 
+14.5 
+ 4.2 
+ 7.6 
+32.1 
+35.0 
+27.5 
+21.7 
- 1.7 
+ 5.0 
+16.1 
+23.6 
- 2.9 
+ 8.9 
+20.0 
+12.9 
+15.3 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
+10.8 
+ 6.7 
+15.6 
- . 1 
+11.5 
+11.1 
+25.4 
+ 6.1 
+ 5.2 
- 1.0 
+18.5 
+ 5.6 
+ 7.1 
+11.2 
+13.5 
+13.3 
+18.9 
+11.3 
+ 8.2 
+29.8 
+17.8 
+27.6 
+18.0 
+13.4 
+14. 2 
+13.2 
+16.7 
+14.0 
+11.0 
+ 6.6 
+18.0 
+25. I 
+35.8 
+ 9.3 
+12.1 
+ 6.1 
+22.1 
+12.9 
+13.9 
+17.9 
+18.8 
+19.4 
+24.7 
+18.5 
+14.7 
+30.8 
+12.1 
+14.2 
+29.6 
+22.8 
+26.1 
+18.1 
counties lost employment and nineteen lost population 
from 1950-1960. Only two were projected to lose em-
ployment and population from 1960-70 and none were 
projected to lose employment and population from 
1970-1980. 
Twenty-one counties were classified as "stagnant to 
decline" areas (Group IV, Table 6). Sixteen of these 
counties had employment declines from 1950-1960 and 
fourteen suffered declines in population during the same 
period. All of these counties were projected to gain pop-
ulation and employme1}t from 1960-1970 and from 
1970-1980. 
Five counties were classified as "moderate decline" 
counties (Group V, Table 7) . All of these counties lost 
population and employment from 1950-1960 and were 
projected to lose population and employment from 1960-
1970. Only one, Harrison, was projected to suffer popula-
tion and employment declines from 1970 to 1980. 
Thirty-two counties were classified as "low growth 
potential" on the basis of relatively small town centers 
and high dependence on agriculture as of the 1960 cen-
sus. Thirty-one of them suffered declines in employment 
from 1950 to 1960 and all lost population during that 
period (Table 8). Only twelve were projected to con-
tinue to lose employment and population from 1950 to 
1960 and only three were still losing population and em-
ployment from 1970 to 1980 (Table 8). 
Table 9 summarizes the average percentage change in 
population and employment by county groupings for 
Missouri for 1960-70 and 1970-80. All groupings except 
Group V showed substantial increases in population and 
(Table 9) employment from 1960 to 1970. Group V in-
TABLE 6. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP IV COUNTIES 1960-80 
County 
Carter 
Crawford 
Camden 
Madison 
Maries 
McDonald 
Morgon 
Reynolds 
Ripley 
Shannon 
Stone 
Texas 
Warren 
Wright 
St. Francois 
Pulaski 
Montgomery 
Taney 
Wayne 
Iron 
Washington 
County 
Bates 
Corroll 
Harrison 
New Madrid 
Polk 
Projected Employment Projected Population 
1 950 1960 1970 1 980 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 1950 1960 1970 1980 
1,466 
3,752 
2,724 
3,609 
2,605 
4,504 
3,649 
2,189 
3,564 
2,352 
3,332 
7,137 
2,979 
5,443 
11 ,304 
3,687 
4,750 
3,150 
3,386 
2,783 
3,704 
1950 
6,238 
5,839 
5,015 
10,419 
5,334 
1,039 
3,876 
3,196 
2,921 
2,439 
3,487 
3,403 
1,385 
2,304 
2,075 
2,940 
6,012 
1,196 
5.,284 
3,378 
5,330 
3,067 
4,067 
3,907 
1,661 
2,510 
2,726 
3,494 
7,236 
2,998 3,687 
4,473 5,166 
11,268 13,256 
4,885 5,397 
3,664 4,127 
3,539 4,705 
2,375 2,969 
2,404 3,032 
3,623 4,628 
1,529 
7,639 
3,841 
5,661 
4,287 
5,152 
5,013 
2,179 
3,050 
3,902 
4,638 
9,641 
5,000 
6,710 
16,455 
6,319 
5,241 
5,140 
4,029 
4,100 
6,311 
+15.1 
+36.3 
+ 5.7 
+82.5 
+25.7 
+13.4 
+21.0 
+19.9 
+ 8.9 
+31.4 
+18.8 
+20.3 
+23.0 
+37.8 
+17.6 
+10.5 
+12.6 
+32.9 
+25.0 
+26.1 
+28.7 
+27.8 
+44.6 
+13.7 
+ 6.2 
+39.8 
+26.7 
+28.3 
+31.2 
+21.5 
+43.1 
+32.7 
+33.2 
+35.6 
+29.9 
+24.1 
+17.1 
+27.0 
+ 9.2 
+35.7 
+35.2 
+36.4 
4,777 
11 ,615 
7,861 
10,380 
7,423 
14,144 
10,207 
6,918 
11,414 
8,377 
9,748 
18,992 
7,666 
15,834 
35,276 
10,392 
11 ,555 
9,863 
10,514 
9,458 
14,689 
8,973 
12,647 
9,116 
9,366 
7,282 
11,798 
9,476 
5,161 
9,096 
7,087 
8,176 
17,758 
18,750 
14,183 
36,516 
46,567 
11 ,097 
10,236 
8,638 
8,041 
14,346 
4,365 
16,167 
9,571 
15,389 
8,852 
13,048 
10,736 
5,871 
9,611 
8,715 
9,561 
20,818 
10,472 
15,916 
41,486 
47,847 
12,255 
10,651 
10,124 
9,611 
16,858 
TABLE 7. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP V COUNTIES 1960-80 
Projected Population 
1960 1970 1980 
5,489 5,444 6,100 
4,627 4,341 4,619 
4,260 3,716 3,709 
8,272 7,477 7,825 
5,108 4,790 5,149 
avg. 
% Change 
1960-70 
- .8 
- 6.2 
-12.8 
- 9.6 
- 6.2 
- 7.1 
1970-80 
+12.1 
+ 6.4 
- 0.1 
+ 4.6 
+ 7.5 
+ 6.1 
12 
1950 
17,534 
15,589 
14,107 
39,444 
16,062 
Projected Population 
1960 1970 
15,905 15,793 
13,847 13,132 
11,603 10,243 
31,350 30,155 
13, 753 12,958 
5,197 
22,055 
10,729 
16,217 
11,902 
15,710 
13,501 
7,166 
10,961 
11 ,655 
12,421 
26,830 
13,754 
19,776 
49,484 
50,152 
15,040 
11,739 
12,775 
12,281 
21,066 
1980 
17,330 
13,827 
10,225 
31,025 
13,856 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
+ 9.9 
+27.8 
+ 5.0 
+64.3 
+21.6 
+10.6 
+13.3 
+13.8 
+ 5.7 
+23.0 
+16.9 
+17.2 
+19.7 
+12.2 
+13.6 
+27.5 
+10.4 
+ 4.1 
+17.2 
+19.5 
+17.5 
+19.1 
+36.4 
+12.1 
+ 5.4 
+34.4 
+20.4 
+25.8 
+22.1 
+14.0 
+33.7 
+29.9 
+28.9 
+31.3 
+24.3 
+19.3 
+48.2 
+22.7 
+10.2 
+26.2 
+27.8 
+25.0 
+24.6 
% Change 
1960-70 
- .7 
- 5.2 
-11.7 
- 3.8 
- 5.8 
-5.4 
1970-80 
+ 9.7 
+ 5.3 
- 0.1 
- 0.1 
+ 6.9 
+ 4.2 
TABLE 8. POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
MISSOURI GROUP VI COUNTIES 1960-80 
. County 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Benton 
Bollinger 
Caldwell 
Cedar 
Chariton 
Christian 
Clark 
Dade 
Dallas 
Daviess 
DeKalb 
Douglas 
Gentry 
Hickory 
Holt 
Knox 
Macon 
Monroe 
Oregon 
Osage 
Ozark 
Putnam 
Ralls 
St. Clair 
Schuyler 
Scotland 
Shelby 
Sull ivan 
Webster 
Worth 
Projected Employment 
1950 1960 1970 1980 
4,264 
4,112 
3,308 
3,876 
3,598 
3,836 
5,496 
4,546 
3,356 
2,238 
3,615 
4,506 
3,088 
4,208 
4,044 
2,323 
3,477 
2,828 
2,614 
4,079 
3,597 
4,151 
3,070 
3,478 
3,121 
3,959 
1,985 
2,877 
3,757 
4,002 
5,380 
1,909 
3,966 
3,395 
3,204 
2,817 
3,268 
3,286 
4,580 
4,549 
2,720 
2,611 
3,098 
3,609 
2,561 
3,093 
3,202 
1,609 
2,835 
2,383 
2,294 
3,782 
2,829 
4,001 
2,310 
2,424 
2,813 
2,784 
1,637 
2,182 
3,047 
2,857 
4,441 
1,452 
4,710 
2,970 
3,557 
4,100 
3,789 
4,176 
4,669 
6,070 
3,155 
2,617 
3,280 
4,033 
2,445 
3,463 
3,511 
1,853 
2,450 
2,232 
1,907 
4,316 
3,283 
5,361 
2,332 
2,224 
3,961 
2,669 
1,512 
2,066 
3,234 
2,611 
4,998 
1,224 
5,558 
2,645 
4,181 
5,552 
4,527 
5,266 
5,142 
7,858 
6,710 
2,710 
3,607 
4,765 
2,540 
4,075 
4,046 
1,453 
2,341 
2,304 
1,728 
5,106 
3,663 
5,988 
2,548 
2,33~ 
5,272 
2,779 
1,504 
2,129 
3,645 
2,630 
5,856 
1,143 
Average 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
+18.8 
-12.5 
+11.0 
+45.5 
+15.9 
+27.1 
+ 1. 9 
+33.4 
+16.0 
+ .1 
+ 5.9 
+11.7 
- 4.5 
+12.0 
+ 9.6 
-10.0 
-13.6 
- 6.3 
-16.9 
+14.1 
+16.0 
+34.0 
+ .9 
- 8.2 
+40.8 
- 4.1 
- 7.6 
- 5.3 
+ 6.1 
+ 8.6 
+12.5 
-15.7 
+ 7.4 
+ 18.0 
- 10.9 
+ 17.5 
+ 35.4 
+ 19.5 
+ 26.1 
+ 10.1 
+ 29.4 
+112.6 
+ 3.6 
+ 10.0 
+ 18.2 
+ 3.9 
+ 17.7 
+ 15.2 
0.0 
- 4.4 
+ 3.2 
- 9.4 
+ 18.3 
+ 11.6 
+ 11. 7 
+ 9.3 
+ 4.9 
+ 33.1 
+ 4.1 
- 0.1 
+ 3.0 
+ 12.7 
+ 0.7 
+ 17.2 
- 6.6 
+ 13.6 
eluded only 5 counties with relatively high agricultural 
employment as of 1960. 
All county groupings were projected to increase em-
ployment and population substantially from 1970 to 1980 
(Table 9). It should be noted that Group III and IV 
counties were projected for the highest percentage employ-
ment and population gains during the 1970's. These are 
courities that had maximum town size between 2,500 and 
9,000 and less than 30 percent agricultural employment as 
of the 1960 census. 
13 
Projected Population 
1950 1960 1970 1980 
11,727 
11,127 
9,080 
11,019 
9,929 
10,663 
14,944 
12,412 
9,003 
9,324 
10,392 
11,180 
8,047 
12,638 
11,036 
5,387 
9,833 
7,617 
7,235 
11,314 
1.1,978 
11,301 
8,856 
9,166 
8,686 
10,482 
5,760 
7,332 
9,730 
11,299 
15,072 
5,120 
11,062 
9,213 
8,737 
9,167 
8,830 
9,185 
12,720 
12,359 
8,725 
7,577 
9,314 
9,502 
7,226 
9,653 
8,793 
4,516 
7,885 
6,558 
5,750 
10,688 
9,845 
10,867 
6,744 
6,999 
8,078 
8,421 
5,052 
6,484 
9,083 
8,783 
13,753 
3,936 
12,937 
8,151 
12,119 
12,375 
10,132 
11,410 
12,942 
16,161 
9,813 
7,592 
9,769 
10,562 
6,936 
10,578 
9,565 
4,126 
6,923 
6,180 
4,782 
12,003 
10,980 
14,267 
6,799 
6,497 
10,948 
8,133 
4,740 
6,194 
9,531 
8,168 
15,145 
3,366 
Average 
15,057 
7,339 
13,579 
16,005 
11,977 
14,135 
14,767 
20,631 
11,413 
7,824 
10,587 
12,392 
7,174 
12,108 
10,903 
4,126 
6,651 
6,295 
4,334 
13,978 
12,530 
15,835 
7,339 
6,772 
14,226 
8,408 
4,725 
6,352 
10,559 
8,216 
17,290 
3,138 
% Change 
1960-70 1970-80 
+16.9 
-11.5 
+38.7 
+35.0 
+14.7 
+24.2 
+ 1.7 
+30.8 
+12.5 
+ .1 
+ 5.0 
+11.2 
- 4.0 
+ 9.6 
+ 8.9 
- 8.6 
-12.2 
- 5.8 
-16.8 
+12.3 
+11.5 
+31.3 
+ .8 
- 7.2 
+35.5 
- 3.4 
- 6.2 
- 4.5 
+ 4.9 
- 7.0 
+10.1 
-14.5 
+ 6.7 
+16.4 
-10.0 
+12.0 
+29.3 
+18.2 
+23.9 
+14.1 
+27.7 
+16.3 
+ 3.1 
+ 8.4 
+17.3 
+ 3.4 
+14.5 
+14.0 
0.0 
- 3.9 
+ 1.8 
- 9.4 
+16.5 
+14.1 
+11.0 
+ 7.9 
+ 4.2 
+29.9 
+ 3.4 
- 0.1 
+ 2.6 
+10.8 
+ 0.6 
+14.2 
- 6.8 
+ 9.5 
TABLE 9. AVERAGE PERCENTAGE CHANGE PROJECTION 
IN POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT BY COUNTY GROUPINGS 
County 
Group 
I 
II 
III 
IV 
V 
VI 
Employment 
1960-70 
+15.2 
+ 6.8 
+13.7 
+24.4 
- 7.1 
+ 7.4 
Employment 
1970-80 
+14.0 
+17.6 
+21.5 
+28.5 
+ 6.1 
+13.6 
Population 
1960-70 
+14.2 
+ 5.9 
+13.2 
+17.7 
- 5.4 
+ 6.7 
Population 
1970-80 
+12.2 
+15.3 
+18.1 
+24.6 
+ 4.3 
+ 9.5 
SUMMARY OF COUNTY EMPLOYMENT AND 
POPULATION PROJECTIONS 
Overall, this study indicates that the employment 
and population declines in rural counties that were so 
drastic during the 1950's have largely been arrested and in 
a substantial majority of cases reversed during the 1960's. 
In this conclusion, the study is consistent with the find-
ings of the 1966 census sampling of counties in the 
United States.5 Beale states that "The General National 
Picture that emerges since 1960 is a marked reduction of 
population loss-and even resumption of population 
gain-in many areas that have large numbers of rural 
poor. This is not a backing up of population, stemming 
from lack of opportunity elsewhere, for it has occurred 
during a period of high national employment.,,6 
Another study recently supported the higher growth 
rate projections of non-metropolitan areas during the 
1960's.7 This study showed that population growth rates 
had been higher in non-SMSAs* than in SMSAs in the 
tenth Federal Reserve District from 1960-66. 
' Calvin L. Beale, " Demographic and Social Considerations for U.S. Rural 
Economics Policy," American Journal 0/ Agricultural EconomiC], May 1969, p. 420. 
"Ibid. 
' David L. Keele, "Economic Growth Outside Metropolitan Areas: The 
Tench District Experience," Monthly Review, Federal Reserve Bank 0/ Kansas City, 
June 1969, pp. 3-10. . 
*SMSA - Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas 
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From 1950 to 1960 employment fell in 89 Missouri 
counties. This study projects only 23 counties losing em-
ployment and population from 1960 to 1970. Only 19 
Missouri counties are projected to continue losing pop-
ulation and employment through 1980. 
Finally, it should be noted that these are projections 
not forecasts. These projections are long range generaliza-
tions based on rather rigid interpretations of changes in 
agricultural and manufacturing employment. In any in-
dividual county, projections may fail to conform to reali-
ty because the changes projected in agriculture and man-
ufacturing employment may differ substantially from 
those assumed in the projections. In addition, changes in 
recreation, professional , mining and other sectors may 
produce substantial change in basic employment in indi-
vidual counties in the state. Such potential changes in 
these areas will need to be considered in individual coun-
ty cases. Users of these projections on an individual coun-
ty basis will need to consider these possible deviations in 
order to more accurately evaluate population and em-
ployment change in their county. Such users should be 
more cognizant of individual county situations and thus, 
should be able to adjust these projections accordingly. 
APPENDIX I 
THEORY OF THE MODEL AND DISCUSSION 
OF THE TECHNIQUE 
Projection of employment and population on a re-
gional basis is at best a very difficult and risky activity. 
The methodology developed in this study differs from 
methods that essentially use straight line projections or 
variants thereof. 
The study was designed to determine empirically 
(through statistical procedures), the sectors of total em-
ployment that were instrumental in inducing changes in 
county employment totals through time. To determine 
meaningful methodology, the investigator must form a 
hypothesis and then construct a model that determines 
variable conditions empirically in the actual situation. 
To develop a workable empirical model, a priori, or 
deductive , knowledge of forces controlling regional eco-
nomic growth is necessary. Judgments must be made con-
cerning meaningful cause and effect relations between 
sectors and total employment. For example, a high cor-
relation between changes in retail employment and 
changes in total employment does not imply that in-
creases in retail employment caused the increase in total 
employment. On the other hand, it would seem logical 
to assume that high positive correlation between increases 
in manufacturing employment and total employment 
suggests manufacturing changes are inducing or causing 
changes in total employment. However, such an analysis 
depends upon the judgment of the investigator. A statis-
tical model is needed for a mechanical , less biased analy-
S1S. 
Initially five basic component sectors of total em-
ployment, agriculture, mining, forestry and fisheries, con-
struction, and manufacturing were tested in a single 
equation regression analysis. Only agriculture and man-
ufacturing employment appeared to be causally related, 
consistently, to changes in total employment. Although 
these two sectors were hypothesized to be most impor-
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tant in determining total employment changes, other 
component variables were also assumed to be important. 
Analysis of the data suggested that mining, and for-
estry and fisheries failed to show a significant effect on 
total employment because of their relatively small por-
tion of total employment. However, in particular counties, 
where these components of total employment are impor-
tant, significant multiplier relations with total employ-
ment could reasonably be expected. Thus, individual 
counties will need to consider these component sectors 
in their total employment projections. 
The validity of the projections developed by this 
study depends upon two considerations. The first is the 
validi ty of the basic model. The second concerns the as-
sumptions regarding changes in employment in the ma-
jor basic sectors (agriculture and manufacturing) . The 
failure of either of these assumptions to conform to re-
ality could result in gross errors in county projections of 
employment and population for the projection dates of 
1970 and 1980. 
The model does appear to have some merit other 
than its direct projection capability. This lies in placing 
emphasis on agriculture and manufacturing as the major 
change variables during the 1950's. These results may be 
less valid during the 1960's and 1970's. However, the 
subjection of these results to empirical analysis based 
on the 1970 census data will soon be possible. 
At this point, it is believed that further refinement 
of the technique will be possible and that an improved 
method of projecting regional employment and popula-
tion change will result. The method appears to be an 
improvement over straight line trend projections that 
fail to recognize the varying importance of component 
sectors upon total regional employment. 
TABLE II. TOTAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS AMO NG 
CLASS" COUNTIES IN MISSOURI (1950-60) 
Total Total 
County Employmen t Employmen t 0/0 Change 
(1950) (1960) (1950- 60) 
Butler 11,022 10,237 - 7.1 
Carter 1,466 1,039 - 29.1 
Reynolds 2,189 1,385 
- 36.7 
APPENDIX II Wayne 3,386 2,375 - 29.9 Ripley 3,564 2,304 - 35 . 4 
TABLES Adair 7,047 7, 254 + 2. 8 Audra in 9,636 9,681 + 0.5 
Barry 7,691 6,153 - 20.0 
Barton 4,628 3,729 - 19.4 
Callaway 8,387 8,084 - 3.6 
Cass 4,347 8,853 +103.6 
Clinton 4,280 4,479 - 4.6 
Cooper 6,407 5,834 - 8.9 
Crawford 3,752 3,876 + 3.3 
Dent 4,020 3,376 - 16.0 
Gasconade 5, 165 4,925 
-
4.6 
TABLE I. TOTAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS AMONG Grundy 4,860 4,512 - 7.2 
CLASS I COUNTIES IN MISSOURI (1950-60) Henry 7,394 6,892 - 6.8 
Total Total Howard 4,383 3,765 - 14.1 
Coun ty Employment Employment 0/0 Change Howell 7,211 7,246 + 0.5 
(1950) (1960) (1950-60) Johnson 7,896 8,579 + 8.6 
Boone 17,180 22,023 +28 . 2 Laclede 6,685 6,415 - 4.1 
Buchanan 37,101 34,789 - 6.2 Lafayette 9,601 9,080 - 5.4 
Camden 2,724 3,196 +17.3 Lawrence 8,602 8,284 - 3.7 
Cape Girardeau 15, 607 15,917 + 2.0 Lewis 3,663 4,055 + 10.7 
Clay 17,484 33,840 +93.6 Lincoln 5,187 5,010 - 3.4 
Cole 13,618 15,224- +11.2 Linn 6,751 6,031 - 10.7 
Franklin 13,994 16,735 +19.6 Livingston 5, 905 5,854 - 0.9 
Greene 38,913 4-7,331 +21.6 McDonald 4-,504- 3,587 - 20.4 
Iron 2,783 2,404- -13.6 Macon 6,973 5,964- - 14.5 
Jackson 235,007 252,517 + 7.5 Maries 2,605 2,439 - 6.4 
Jasper 28,718 27,572 - 4-.0 Miller 4-,607 4-,945 + 7.3 
Jefferson 13,683 21,462 +56.9 Moniteau 3,888 3,720 - 4.3 
Madison 3,609 2,921 -19.1 Montgomery 4,750 3,664 - 22.9 
Marion 11,664- 11,380 - 2.4 Morgan 3,64-9 3,403 - 6.7 
Newton 9,489 9,831 + 3. 6 Perry 6,014- 5,177 - 13.9 
Pettis 12,901 11,862 - 8.0 Pike 6,495 6,171 - 6.4-
Phelps 6,759 8,115 +20.0 Ray 5,633 5,451 - 3.2 
Platte 5,401 8,470 +56.8 Ste. Genevieve 4,04-7 3,873 - 4.3 
Pulaski 3,687 4-,885 +32.5 Saline 
9,469 9,198 - 2. 8 
Randolph 8,834 7,654- -13.6 Scott 
11 ,055 10,362 - 6.3 
St. Charles 11,629 18,359 +57.9 
Shannon 2,352 2,075 - 11.8 
St. Francois 11 ,304- 11,268 - 0.3 
Stone 3,332 2,940 - 11.8 
St. Louis 156,526 263,200 +68. 1 
Texas 7,137 6,012 - 15.8 
St. Lou is City 366,524 294,000 -19.8 
Vernon 7,488 6,970 - 6.9 
Taney 3,150 3,539 +12.3 
Warren 2, 979 2,998 + 0.6 
Washington 3,704- 3,623 - 2.2 Wright 5,443 4-,473 
- 17.8 
Avg. +16.2 Average 6.4 
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TABLE III. TOTAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS AMONG TABLE IV. AGRICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
CLASS III COUNTIES IN MISSOURI (1950-60) CLASS I COUNTIES, 1950-60 
Total Total Agricultural Agricultural 
County Em010yment Em010yment % Change 
County Employment Employment % Change 
1950) 1960) (1950-60) 1950 1960 1950-60 
Andrew 4,264 3,966 - 7. 0 Boone 2,517 1,764 -29.9 
Atchison 4,112 3,395 -17. 4 Buchanon 2,376 1,270 -46.5 
Bates 6,238 5,489 -12.0 Camden 1,069 464 -56.7 
Benton 3,308 3,204 - 3. 1 Cope Girardeau 3,557 1,849 -48.0 
Boll inger 3,976 2,817 -29.1 Cloy 1,646 1,045 -36.5 
Coldwell 3,598 3,268 - 9.2 Cole 1,841 920 -50.0 
Carroll 5,839 4,627 -20.8 Franklin 3,323 2,063 -37.9 
Cedar 3,836 3,286 -14.3 Greene 3,773 2,030 -46.2 
Chariton 5,496 4,580 -16.7 Iron 798 312 -60.9 
Christian 4,546 4,549 0.0 Jackson 3,071 2,201 -28.3 
Clark 3,356 2,720 -19.0 Jasper 3,021 1,526 -49.5 
Dade 3,238 2,611 -19.4 Jefferson 1,664 857 -48.5 
Doll as 3,615 3,098 -14. 3 Madison 980 380 -61.5 
Daviess 4,506 3,609 -19.9 Marion 1,814 1,124 -38.0 
DeKalb 3,088 2,561 -17.1 Newton 3,339 1,457 -56.4 
Douglas 4,208 3,093 -26.5 Pettis 2,768 1,600 -42.2 
Dunklin 12,964 11,191 -13.7 Phelps 1,484 607 -59.1 
Gentry 4,044 3,202 -20.8 Platte 1,842 1,047 -43.1 
Harrison 5,015 4,260 -15.1 Pulaski 1,200 367 -69.4 
Hickory 2,323 1,609 -30.7 Randolph 1,624 984 -39.4 
Holt 3,477 2,835 -18.5 St. Charles 2,339 1,342 -42.6 
Knox 2,828 2,383 -15.7 St. Francois 1,099 521 -52.6 
Mercer 2,614 2,294 -12.2 St. Louis 3,590 2,213 -38.4 
Mississippi 6,256 5,632 -10.0 St. Louis* 724 700 - 3.3 
Monroe 4,079 3,782 - 7.3 Toney 1,180 455 -61.4 
New Madrid 10,419 8,272 -20.6 *City 
Nodaway 8,596 8,121 - 5.5 
Oregon 3,597 2,289 -21.4 
Osage 4,151 4,001 - 3.6 
Ozark 3,070 2,310 -24.9 
Pemiscot 12,315 9,634 -21.8 
Polk 5,334 5,108 - 4.2 
Putnam 3,478 2,424 -30.3 
Rolls 3,121 2,813 - 9.9 
St. Clair 3,959 2,784 -29.7 
Schuyler 1,985 1,637 -17.5 
Scotland 2,877 2,182 -24.2 
Shelby 3,757 3,047 -18.9 
Stoddard 10,629 9,081 -14.6 
Sullivan 4,002 2,857 -28.6 
Webster 5,380 4,441 -17.4 
Worth 1,909 1,452 -23.9 
Average -16.8 
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TABLE V. AGRICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
1950-60, CLASS II COUNTIES 
County 
Adair 
Audroin 
Barry 
Barton 
Butler 
Callaway 
Carter 
Cass 
Clinton 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Dent 
Gasconade 
Grundy 
Henry 
Howard 
Howell 
Johnson 
Laclede 
Lafayette 
Lawrence 
Lewis 
lincoln 
linn 
Livingston 
McDonald 
Macon 
Maries 
Miller 
Moniteau 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pike 
Ray 
Reynolds 
Ripley 
Ste. Genevieve 
Saline 
Scott 
Shannon 
Stone 
Texas 
Vernon 
Warren 
Washington* 
Wayne 
Wright 
Totals 
*Class I county. 
Agricultural 
Employment 
1950 
2,096 
2,166 
3,631 
2,210 
3,586 
2,446 
137 
1,897 
1,610 
2,242 
1,449 
1,626 
1,606 
1,950 
2,797 
1,807 
2,759 
3,165 
2,306 
3,378 
3,360 
1,531 
2,224 
2,129 
1,988 
2,419 
3,063 
1,497 
1,836 
1,632 
2,263 
1,775 
2,642 
2,371 
2,313 
1,091 
1,835 
1,212 
3,192 
2,623 
1,217 
1,936 
3,987 
2,812 
1,273 
1,097 
1,572 
2,795 
Agricultural 
Employment 
1960 
1,313 
1,613 
1,538 
1,100 
1,763 
1,323 
235 
1,618 
1,169 
1,484 
587 
660 
1,044 
1,216 
1,620 
1,133 
1,253 
2,082 
1,068 
2,094 
1,772 
1,100 
1,386 
1,512 
1,438 
761 
1,677 
685 
878 
912 
1,110 
841 
1,399 
1,690 
1,412 
280 
547 
738 
2,179 
1,574 
480 
768 
1,374 
1,546 
674 
426 
415 
1,222 
Avg. 
% Change 
1950-60 
-37.4 
-25.5 
-57.6 
-50.2 
-50.8 
-45.9 
-63.1 
-14.7 
-27.4 
-33.8 
-59.5 
-59.4 
-35.0 
-37.6 
-42.1 
-37.3 
-54.6 
-34.2 
-53.7 
-38.0 
-47.3 
-28.1 
-37.7 
-29.0 
-27.7 
-68.5 
-45.2 
-54.2 
-52.2 
-44.1 
-55.4 
-52.6 
-47.0 
-28.7 
-39.0 
-74.3 
-70.2 
-39.1 
-31. 7 
-40.0 
-60.6 
-60.3 
-65.5 
-45.0 
-47.0 
-61.2 
-73.6 
-56.3 
22.8 
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TABLE VI. AGRICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
CLASS III COUNTIES, 1950-60 
County 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Bates 
Benton 
Bollinger 
Caldwell 
Carroll 
Cedar 
Chariton 
Christian 
Clark 
Dade 
Dallas 
Daviess 
DeKalb 
Douglas 
Dunklin 
Gentry 
Harrison 
Hickory 
Holt 
Knox 
Mercer 
Mississippi 
Monroe 
New Madrid 
Nodaway 
Oregon 
Osage 
Ozark 
Pemiscot 
Polk 
Putnam 
Ralls 
St. Clair 
Schuyler 
Scotland 
Shelby 
Stoddard 
Sullivan 
Webster 
Worth 
Agricu I tural 
Employment 
1950 
2,227 
1,959 
3,071 
1,978 
2,582 
1,841 
2,748 
2,080 
2,951 
2,564. 
1,770 
2,048 
2,279 
2,695 
1,848 
2,705 
5,753 
2,102 
2,784 
1,658 
1,781 
1,550 
1,727 
2,772 
2,149 
5,932 
4,039 
1,858 
2,161 
2,170 
6,522 
2,816 
2,082 
1,651 
2,324 
1,093 
1,629 
1,836 
5,594 
2,451 
3,208 
1,169 
Agricultural 
Employment 
1960 
1,318 
1,350 
1,751 
1,232 
911 
1,146 
1,708 
1,059 
2,045 
1,020 
1,089 
1,153 
1,173 
1,541 
1,131 
1,282 
2,396 
1,172 
1,719 
830 
1,251 
1,172 
1,110 
1,965 
1,464 
3,749 
2,580 
872 
1,399 
1,035 
3,712 
2,024 
1,131 
878 
1,200 
635 
969 
1,196 
3,065 
1,407 
1,605 
658 
% Change 
1950-60 
-40.8 
-31.1 
-43.0 
-37.7 
-64.9 
-37.8 
-37.8 
-49.1 
-30.7 
-44.6 
-38.5 
-43.7 
-48.5 
-42.8 
-38.8 
-52.6 
-41.0 
-44.2 
-38.2 
-49.9 
-29.8 
-24.4 
-35.7 
-29.1 
-31.9 
-36.8 
-36.1 
-53.1 
-35.3 
-52.3 
-43.1 
-28.1 
-45.7 
-46.8 
-48.4 
-41.9 
-40.5 
-34.9 
-45.2 
-42.5 
-50.0 
-43.7 
Average 42.2 
TABLE VII. MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN TABLE VIII. MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN 
MISSOURI CLASS I COUNTIES 1950-60 CLASS" COUNTIES IN MISSOURI 1950-60 
Manufact. Manufact. Manufact. Manufact. 
County Employment Employment % Change County Employment Employment % Change 
1950 1960 1950 1960 1950-60 
Boone 1,248 1,820 + 45.8 Adair 826 1,199 + 45.2 
Buchanan 9,835 9,948 + 1.2 Audrcin 2,952 2,907 - 1.5 
Camden 185 313 + 69.2 Barry 639 1,204 + 88.4 
Cape Girardeau 3,429 3,665 + 6.9 Barton 243 634 +160.9 
Clay 4,297 8,156 + 89.8 Butler 1,236 1,232 - 0.3 
Cole 1,671 2,144 + 28.3 Calloway 1,420 1,382 - 2.7 
Franklin 4,497 6,232 + 38.6 Carter 264 211 - 20.1 
Greene 5,430 9,926 + 21.6 Cass 484 2,066 +326.9 
Iron 472 614 + 30.1 Clinton 275 409 + 48.7 
Jackson 53,719 61,256 + 14.0 Cooper 677 1,088 + 60.7 
Jasper 5,819 6,844 + 17.6 Crawford 691 1,338 + 93.6 
Jefferson 5,475 8,144 + 48.7 Dent 896 969 + 8.2 
Madison 720 688 - 4.4 Gasconode 1,619 1,757 + 8.5 
Marion 2,677 2,800 + 4.6 Grundy 247 558 +125.9 
Newton 1,278 2,658 +108.0 Henry 907 952 + 5.0 
Pettis 1,487 2,171 + 46.0 Howard 310 177 + 21.6 
Phelps 893 936 + 4.8 Howell 1,004 1,759 + 75.2 
Platte 815 1,751 +114.8 Johnson 1,381 516 + 59.5 
Pulaski 489 542 + 10.8 Laclede 972 1,196 + 23.1 
Randolph 1,235 975 - 21.1 Lafayette 1,177 1,901 + 61.5 
St. Charles 3,552 6,623 + 86.5 Lawrence 1,145 1,981 + 73.0 
St. Francois 1,712 1,779 + 3.9 Lewis 382 592 + 55.0 
St. Lou is 47,142 85,911 + 82.2 Lincoln 750 1,028 + 37.1 
St. Louis City 124,432 91,749 - 19.8 Linn 754 929 + 23.2 
Taney 275 296 + 7.6 Livingston 552 717 + 29.9 
Washington 765 957 + 25.1 McDonald 267 674 +252.4 
Avg. + 33.1 Macon 210 749 +256.7 
Maries 358 747 +106 .7 
Miller 665 910 + 36.8 
Moniteau 542 777 + 43.:4 
Morgan 333 707 + 66.1 
Perry 1,270 1,391 + 9.5 
Pike 808 1,212 + 50.0 
Ray 645 930 + 44.2 
Reynolds 372 323 
- 13.2 
Ripley 315 363 + 15 .2 
Ste. Genev ieve 1,280 1,420 + 10.9 
Saline 1,406 2,075 + 47.6 
Scott 2,210 2,435 + 10.2 
Shannon 436 695 + 59.4 
Stone 308 718 +133.1 
Texas 894 1,474 + 64.9 
Vernon 327 675 +106.4 
Warren 522 795 + 52.3 
Wayne 378 624 + 65.1 
Wright 682 995 + 45.9 
Avg. + 63.5 
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TABLE IX. MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN TABLE X. RETAIL TRADE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
CLASS III COUNTIES IN MISSOURI 1950-60 CLASS I COUNTIES 1950-60 
Manufact . Manufact. Retail Retail 
County Employme nt Employment % Change Trade Trade 
1950 1960 1950-60 County Employment Employment % Change 
And rew 268 537 +100.4 1950 1960 1950-60 
Atchison 75 73 - 2.7 Boone 1,593 3,190 +100.0 
Bates 267 595 + 22.8 Buchanon 5, 097 5,749 + 12.8 
Ben ton 169 363 +114.8 Camden 183 661 +261.2 
Bo llinger 460 677 + 47.2 Cope Girardeau 1,366 2,824 +106.7 
Co ldwell 171 415 +142.7 Cloy 1,631 5,045 +209.3 
Carroll 196 386 + 96 .9 Cole 1,063 2,105 + 98.0 
Cedar 387 547 + 41.3 Franklin 1,008 2,328 +131.0 
Chari ton 330 404 + 22.4 Greene 5,210 8,722 + 67.4 
Christian 354 864 +144. 8 Iron 162 374 +130.9 
Clark 295 370 + 25.4 Jackson 28,035 41,115 + 46.6 
Dade 68 21O +208.8 Jaspe r 3,975 5,314 + 33.7 
Dallas 137 284 +107.3 Jefferson 905 2,822 +2 11 .8 
Daviess 203 453 +123. I Madison 252 445 + 76.6 
De Kalb 86 157 + 82.6 Marion 1,096 1,869 + 70.5 
Douglas 256 379 + 48. I Newton 849 1,577 +109. 5 
Dunk lin 876 1,170 + 33.6 Pettis 1,246 2, I 73 + 74.4 
Gentry 167 335 +1 00.6 Phelps 643 1,507 +134.4 
Harrison 112 184 + 64.3 Platte 459 1,196 +160.6 
Hickory 41 87 +112.2 Pulaski 250 1,134 +353.6 
Hal t 62 71 + 14.5 Randolph 873 1,475 + 69.0 
Knox 193 151 - 21.8 St. Charles 826 2,467 +198. 7 
Mercer 30 45 + 50.0 St. Francois 899 1,826 +1 03 . I 
Mississippi 798 696 - 12.8 St. Louis Coun ty 34,201 39,214 + 14.7 
Monroe 299 471 + 57.5 St. Louis City 43,113 39,887 - 7.5 
New Madr id 790 711 - 10.0 Toney 225 568 +152.4 
Nodaway 312 411 + 31.7 Wash ington 237 446 + 88.1 
Oregon 389 339 - 12.8 Avg. +"5.6 
Osage 460 796 + 73.0 
Ozark 131 195 + 48.8 
Pem iscot 965 928 
- 3.8 
Pol k 200 475 +137.5 
Putnam 39 123 +2 15.4 
Ralls 388 617 + 59.0 
St. Clair 130 170 + 30 .8 
Schuyler 42 64 + 52.4 
Shelby 219 290 + 32.4 
Scotland 76 127 + 67.1 
Stoddard 1,312 1,783 + 35.9 
Sull iva n 77 155 +101.3 
Webste r 218 512 +134.9 
Warth 22 27 + 22.7 
Avg. + 65.2 
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TABLE XI. RETAIL TRADE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
BY CLASS II COUNTIES 1950-60 
County 
Adair 
Audrain 
Barry 
Barton 
Butler 
Callaway 
Carter 
Cass 
Clinton 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Dent 
Gasconade 
Grundy 
Henry 
Howard 
Howell 
Johnson 
Laclede 
Lafayette 
Lawrence 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Linn 
Livingston 
McDonald 
Macon 
Maries 
Miller 
Moniteau 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pike 
Ray 
Reynolds 
Ripley 
Ste. Genevieve 
Saline 
Scott 
Shannon 
Stone 
Texas 
Vernon 
Warren 
Wayne 
Wright 
Retail 
Trade 
Employment 
1950 
652 
676 
514 
306 
1,028 
452 
90 
347 
403 
427 
250 
208 
246 
373 
597 
212 
529 
507 
531 
696 
569 
247 
293 
714 
578 
321 
605 
62 
272 
218 
298 
186 
310 
418 
361 
92 
165 
242 
727 
1,005 
93 
152 
298 
527 
175 
152 
295 
Retail 
Trade 
Employment 
1960 
1,216 
1,487 
994 
638 
1,924 
1,067 
119 
1,195 
840 
813 
600 
504 
626 
890 
1,162 
535 
1,244 
1,126 
1,363 
1,420 
1,124 
514 
714 
959 
1,112 
685 
937 
270 
940 
593 
668 
564 
802 
1,015 
787 
187 
405 
486 
1,132 
1,528 
264 
366 
980 
1,113 
421 
327 
712 
% Change 
1950-60 
+ 86.5 
+120.3 
+ 93.4 
+108.5 
+ 87.2 
+136.1 
+ 32.2 
+244.4 
+108.4 
+ 90.4 
+140.0 
+142.3 
+154.5 
+138.6 
+ 94.6 
+152.3 
+135.1 
+122.0 
+156.6 
+104.0 
+ 97.5 
+108.0 
+143.6 
+ 46.6 
+ 92.3 
+113.3 
+ 54.8 
+335.0 
+245.5 
+172.0 
+124.1 
+203.2 
+158.7 
+142.8 
+118.0 
+103.2 
+145.4 
+100.8 
+ 55.7 
+ 52.0 
+183.0 
+140.7 
+228.8 
+111.1 
+140.5 
+115.1 
+141.3 
Avg. +130.2 
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TABLE XII. RETAIL TRADE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
CLASS III COUNTIES 1950-60 
County 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Bates 
Benton 
Boll inger 
Caldwell 
Carroll 
Cedar 
Chariton 
Christian 
Clark 
Dade 
Dallas 
Daviess 
DeKalb 
Douglas 
Dunklin 
Gentry 
Harrison 
Hickory 
Holt 
Knox 
Mercer 
Mississippi 
Monroe 
New Madrid 
Nodaway 
Oregon 
Osage 
Ozark 
Pemiscot 
Polk 
Putnam 
Ralls 
St. Clair 
Schuyler 
Scotland 
Shelby 
Stoddard 
Sullivan 
Webster 
Worth 
Retail 
Trade 
Employment 
1950 
250 
305 
438 
202 
141 
228 
494 
245 
304 
230 
198 
182 
169 
233 
180 
128 
1,102 
274 
372 
79 
253 
143 
124 
510 
239 
717 
602 
167 
180 
86 
804 
349 
208 
131 
230 
130 
155 
333 
632 
244 
322 
114 
Retail 
Trade 
Employment 
1960 
562 
650 
804 
431 
376 
425 
661 
467 
590 
637 
376 
478 
480 
491 
342 
483 
2,159 
489 
712 
217 
445 
365 
284 
867 
638 
1,149 
1,513 
397 
369 
326 
1,392 
739 
373 
291 
438 
265 
305 
433 
1,242 
335 
626 
230 
% Change 
1950-60 
+124.8 
+113.1 
+ 83 . 6 
+113.4 
+166.7 
+ 86.4 
+ 33.8 
+ 90.6 
+ 94.1 
+174.2 
+ 89.9 
+162.6 
+184.0 
+ 11 0.7 
+ 90.0 
+277.3 
+ 95.9 
+178.5 
+ 91.4 
+174.7 
+ 75.8 
+155.2 
+129.0 
+ 70.0 
+166.9 
+ 60.3 
+151. 3 
+137.7 
+105.0 
+279.1 
+ 73.1 
+111.7 
+ 79.3 
+122.1 
+ 90.4 
+103.8 
+ 96.8 
+ 30.0 
+ 96.5 
+ 37.3 
+ 94.4 
+101. 7 
Avg. +116.7 
TABLE XIII. SERVICE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI TABLE XIV. SERVICE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI 
CLASS I COUNTIES 1950-60 CLASS II COUNTIES 1950-60 
Service Service Serv ice Service 
County Employed Employed % Change County Employed Employed % Change 
1950 1960 1950-60 1950 1960 1950-60 
Boone 3,987 4,275 + 5.6 Adair 1,342 1,172 
-12.7 
Buchanan 9,219 5,707 -38.0 Audrain 1,793 1,171 
-34.7 
Camden 602 709 +17.7 Barry 1,126 586 -47.9 
Cape Girardeau 3,119 1,927 -38.2 Barton 763 406 
-46.7 
Cloy 4,056 4,798 +18.3 Butler 2,079 1,853 
-10.9 
Cole 2,938 2,380 -19.0 Calloway 1,245 1,533 +23. I 
Franklin 2,008 1,31 I -34.7 Corter 184 113 -38.6 
Greene 10,428 7,654 -26.6 Cass 706 948 +34.2 
Iron 397 178 -55.1 Clinton 907 594 -34.5 
Jackson 71,032 45,501 -35.9 Cooper 1,050 625 
-40 . 5 
Jasper 7,813 4,298 -44.9 Crawford 553 306 
-44.6 
Jefferson 2,073 2,271 + 9.6 Dent 556 260 -53.2 
Madison 554 259 -53.2 Gasconade 584 368 -37.9 
Marion 2,750 1,705 -38.0 Grundy 934 433 -53.6 
Newton 1,746 1,122 -35.7 Henry 1,348 812 -39.8 
Pettis 2,555 1,686 -34.0 Howord 643 499 -22.4 
Phelps 1,323 919 -30.5 Howell 1,296 937 -27.7 
Platte 914 871 - 4.7 Johnson 1,268 916 -27.8 
Pulaski 641 807 -25.8 Laclede 1,389 755 -45.6 
Randolph 1,755 1,057 -39.8 Lafayette 1,734 990 -42.9 
St. Charles 1,739 1,964 +12.9 Lawrence 1,340 998 -25.5 
St. Francais 1,742 1,724 - 1.0 Lewis 590 375 -36.4 
St. Louis County 39,316 39,052 -<1.0 Lincoln 794 453 -42.9 
St. Louis City 88,653 55,898 -36.9 Linn 1,193 642 -46.2 
Taney 600 516 -14.0 Livingston 1,239 675 -45.5 
Washington 399 262 -34.3 McDonald 664 423 -36.3 
Avg. -22.2 Macon 282 201 -28.7 
Maries 215 110 -48 . 8 
Miller 678 531 -21.7 
Moniteau 554 316 -43.0 
Montgomery 751 283 -62.3 
Morgan 511 395 -22.7 
Perry 813 474 -41.7 
Pike 1,112 654 -41.2 
Roy 825 610 -26.1 
Reynolds 217 91 -58.1 
Ripley 444 246 -44.5 
Ste. Genevieve 486 293 -39.7 
Sal ine 1,681 1,143 -32.0 
Scott 2,198 1,342 -38.9 
Shannon 197 167 -15.2 
Stone 335 206 -38.5 
Texas 853 573 -32.8 
Vernon 1,425 1,524 +06.9 
Warren 364 315 -13.5 
Wayne 429 215 -49 . 9 
Wright 709 401 -43.4 
Avg. -33.5 
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TABLE XV. SERVICE EMPLOYMENT TRENDS IN MISSOURI TABLE XVI. WELFARE, RELIGION AND NON-PROFIT MEMBERSHIP 
1950-60 CLASS III COUNTIES ORGANIZATION; OTHER PROFESSIONAL AND RELATED SERVICES 
County Service Service % Chonge AND INDUSTRY NOT REPORTED TRENDS 1950-60 IN MISSOURI 
1950 1960 1950-60 CLASS I COUNTIES 
Andrew 549 396 -27.9 Employed Employed % Chonge 
Atchison 739 350 -52.6 County 1950 1960 1950-60 
Botes 952 529 -44.4 Boone 1,924 1,795 - 06.7 
Benton 401 302 -24.7 Buchanan 1,242 2,835 +128.3 
Ballinger 306 164 -46.4 Camden 158 227 + 43.7 
Caldwell 532 323 -39.3 Cape Girardeau 598 1,216 +103.3 
Carroll 1,029 518 -49.7 Clay 742 2,840 +282.7 
Cedar 456 378 -17.1 Cole 643 1,250 + 94.4 
Chariton 693 352 -49.2 Franklin 455 1,092 +140.0 
Christian 434 372 -14, 3 Greene 1,833 3,283 + 79 . 1 
Clark 423 163 -61.5 Iron 107 139 + 29.9 
Dade 387 170 -56.1 Jackson 12,960 30,595 +136.1 
Dallas 408 327 -19.9 Jasper 927 2,505 +170.2 
Daviess 572 264 -54.0 Jefferson 505 1,765 +249.5 
DeKalb 421 185 -56.1 Madison 95 168 + 76.8 
Douglas 374 217 -42.0 Marion 352 929 +163.9 
Dunkl in 2,549 1,240 -51.4 Newton 286 779 + 172.4 
Gentry 702 377 -46.3 Pett is 1,216 792 - 34.9 
Harrison 729 536 -26.5 Phelps 271 716 +164.2 
Hickory 200 155 -22.5 Platte 286 373 + 30.4 
Holt 563 222 -60.6 Pulaski 195 344 + 76.4 
Knox 361 171 -52 . 6 Randolph 505 501 - 00.8 
Mercer 282 201 -28.7 St. Charles 656 976 + 48.8 
Mississippi 885 675 -23 . 7 SI. Francois 483 527 + 9.1 
Monroe 614 311 -49.3 St. Louis County 9,306 22,225 +138.8 
New Madrid 1,400 683 -51.2 St. Louis City 18,107 33,333 + 84.1 
Nodaway 1,,417 893 -37.0 Taney 156 486 +212.9 
Oregon 386 321 -16.8 Washington 156 185 + 18.6 
Osage 421 251 -40.4 Avg. +100.4 
Ozark 249 219 -12.0 
Pemiscot 1,851 984 -48.0 
Polk 835 409 -51.0 
Putnam 408 217 -46.8 
Ralls 343 201 -41.4 
St. Clair 500 327 -34.6 
Schuyler 270 163 -39.6 
Scotland 383 202 -47.3 
Shelby 580 274 -52.8 
Stoddard 1,424 669 -53.0 
Sull ivan 484 229 -52.7 
Webster 634 340 -46.4 
Worth 246 130 -47.2 
Avg. 41.3 
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TABLE XV II. WELFARE, RELIGION AND NON-PROF IT MEMBER-
SHIP ORGANIZATION; OTHER PROFESSIONAL' AND RELATED 
SERVICES AND INDUSTRY NOT REPO RTED TRENDS 1950-60 
IN MISSOURI , CLASS II COU NTIES 
County 
Adoir 
Audrain 
Barry 
Barton 
Butler 
Callawa y 
Carter 
Cass 
Clinton 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Dent 
Gasconade 
Grundy 
Henry 
Howard 
Howell 
Johnson 
Laclede 
Lafayette 
Lawrence 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Linn 
Livingston 
McDonald 
Mercer 
Mqries 
Miller 
Moniteau 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pike 
Ray 
Re ynolds 
Ripley 
Ste. Genevieve 
Saline 
Scott 
Shannon 
Stone 
Texas 
Vemon 
Warren 
Wayne 
Wright 
Employed 
1950 
304 
333 
272 
188 
383 
634 
50 
168 
166 
539 
81 
109 
177 
158 
205 
386 
350 
375 
216 
548 
264 
169 
169 
194 
306 
135 
67 
57 
188 
188 
159 
140 
255 
221 
185 
49 
266 
135 
501 
356 
45 
108 
256 
339 
91 
93 
263 
Employed 
1960 
591 
512 
440 
259 
735 
436 
76 
649 
221 
227 
203 
98 
194 
260 
651 
111 
296 
292 
359 
572 
716 
367 
276 
361 
460 
209 
69 
86 
242 
123 
166 
145 
225 
357 
215 
84 
148 
133 
675 
572 
51 
175 
306 
365 
141 
143 
223 
% Change 
1950-60 
+ 94.4 
+ 53.8 
+ 61.8 
+ 37.8 
+ 91 . 9 
- 31. 2 
+ 52 . 0 
+286.3 
+ 33.1 
+ 57. 9 
+150.6 
- 10. 1 
+ 9.6 
+ 64.6 
+217.6 
- 71.2 
- 18.2 
- 22.1 
+ 66 . 2 
+ 4.4 
+171.2 
+117.2 
+ 63.3 
+ 86. 1 
+ 50.3 
+ 54.8 
+ 03 .0 
+ 50.9 
+ 28 .7 
- 34.7 
+ 04.4 
+ 03.6 
- 11.8 
+ 61.5 
+ 16.2 
+ 71.4 
- 46.2 
- 01.5 
+ 34.7 
+ 60.7 
+ 13.3 
+ 62.0 
+ 19.5 
+ 7.7 
+ 54.9 
+ 53.8 
- 15.2 
Avg. + 42.4 
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TABLE XVIII. WELFARE, RELIGION AND NON-PROFIT MEMBER-
SHIP ORGANIZATION; OTHER PROFESSIONAL AND RELATED 
SERVICES AND INDUSTRY NOT REPORTED TRENDS 1950-60 
IN MISSOURI, CLASS III COUNTIES 
County 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Bates 
Benton 
Bollinger 
Caldwell 
Carroll 
Cedar 
Chariton 
Christian 
Clark 
Dade 
Dallas 
Daviess 
De Kalb 
Douglas 
Dunkl in 
Gentry 
Harrison 
Hickory 
Holt 
Knox 
Mercer 
Mississippi 
Monroe 
New Madrid 
Nodaway 
Oregon 
Osage 
Ozark 
Pemiscot 
Polk 
Pu tnam 
Ralls 
St. Clair 
Schuyler 
Scotland 
Shelby 
Stoddard 
Sull ivan 
Webster 
Worth 
Employed 
1950 
84 
168 
204 
97 
97 
129 
171 
135 
300 
378 
90 
83 
125 
206 
78 
271 
455 
92 
176 
56 
94 
88 
67 
IS9 
152 
293 
391 
82 
IS2 
68 
440 
278 
218 
94 
164 
105 
191 
149 
245 
IS7 
249 
59 
Employed 
1960 
244 
196 
329 
192 
120 
151 
221 
176 
154 
175 
146 
114 
115 
160 
138 
207 
809 
133 
133 
15 
209 
65 
69 
275 
155 
519 
652 
126 
151 
120 
719 
246 
73 
134 
129 
75 
110 
174 
410 
139 
273 
39 
% Change 
1950-60 
+190.5 
+ 16.7 
+ 61 . 3 
+ 97.9 
+ 23.7 
+ 17.1 
+ 29.2 
+ 30.4 
- 48.7 
- 53.7 
+ 62 . 2 
+ 37.3 
- OS .O 
- 22.3 
+ 76.9 
- 23.6 
+ 77. S 
+ 44.6 
- 24 . 4 
- 73.2 
+122.3 
- 26.1 
+ 03.0 
+ 45.5 
+ 02.0 
+ 77.1 
+ 66.S 
+ 53.7 
+ 17. 0 
+ 76.5 
+ 63.4 
- 11.5 
- 66.5 
+ 42.6 
- 21.3 
- 2S.6 
- 42.4 
+ 16.S 
- 67.3 
- 25.7 
+ 09.6 
- 33.9 
Avg. + IS.7 
TABLE XIX. EDUCATIONAL SERVICES EMPLOYMENT TRENDS TABLE XX . EDUCATIONAL SERVICES EMPLOYMENT TRENDS 
IN MISSOURI 1950-60, CLASS I COUNTIES IN MISSOURI 1950-60, CLASS II COUNTIES 
Service Service % Change Service Service % Change 
County 1950 1960 1950-60 County 1950 1960 1950-60 
Boone 3,263 5,590 + 71.3 Adair 671 631 
-
6.0 
Buchanan 2 , 278 1,157 - 49.2 Audra in 373 548 + 46.9 
Camden 111 155 + 39.6 Barry 324 257 - 20.7 
Cope Girardeau 936 1,030 + 10.0 Borton 218 167 - 23.4 
Cloy 1,200 1, 693 + 41.1 Butler 602 572 - 5.0 
Cole 976 1,005 + 3.0 Callowa y 910 689 - 24.3 
Frankl in 476 638 + 34.0 Carte r 61 46 - 24.6 
Greene 3,090 2,735 - 11.5 Cass 258 499 + 93.4 
Iron 156 154 
- 1.3 Clinton 234 211 
-
9.8 
Jackson 11,383 9,165 
- 20.0 Cooper 348 412 + 18.4 
Jasper 1,615 1,192 - 26.2 Crawford 133 131 
- 1.5 
Jefferson 406 936 +135.5 Dent 133 205 + 54.1 
Madison 118 128 + 8. 5 Gasconade 120 156 + 30.0 
Marion 685 492 - 28.2 Grundy 210 158 
- 24.8 
Newton 433 453 + 4.6 Henry 328 313 
- 4.6 
Pettis 486 384 + .4 Howard 209 330 + 57.9 
Phelps 643 787 + 22.4 Howell 279 318 + 14.0 
Platte 151 674 +346.4 Johnson 615 1,062 + 72.7 
Pulaski 198 246 + 24.2 Laclede 259 303 + 17.0 
Randolph 427 304 - 28.8 Lafayette 344 488 + 41.9 
St . Charles 484 1,044 +115.7 Lawrence 660 349 - 47.1 
St. Francois 892 639 - 28.4 Lewis 211 408 + 93.4 
St. Louis County 7,675 13,700 + 78.5 Lincoln 139 202 + 45.3 
St. Louis City 18,055 9,694 - 46 . 3 Linn 262 263 + .4 
Toney 167 411 +146 . 1 Li vingston 223 221 .9 
Washington 148 164 + 10.8 McDonald 194 186 - 4.1 
Avg. + 32.8 Macon 397 322 
- 18.9 
Maries 63 101 + 60.3 
Miller 190 189 .5 
Mon iteau 172 208 + 20.1 
Montgomery 154 150 
- 2.6 
Morgan 138 136 
- 1.4 
Perry 103 219 +112.6 
Pike 296 253 
- 14.5 
Roy 216 277 + 6.1 
Reynolds 88 108 + 22.7 
Ripley 138 147 + 6.5 
Ste. Genevieve 90 153 + 70 . 0 
Saline 565 533 
- 5.7 
Scott 430 387 - 10.0 
Shannon 105 82 - 21.9 
Stone 135 119 - 11.9 
Texas 215 246 + 14.4 
Vemon 723 433 - 40.1 
Warren 123 118 
-
4.1 
Wayne 113 142 + 25.7 
Wright 172 210 + 22 . 1 
Avg. + 13 . 1 
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TABLE XXI. EDUCATIONAL SERVICES EMPLOYMENT TRENDS TABLE XXII. PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION EMPLOYMENT TRENDS 
IN MISSOURI 1950-60 CLASS III COUNTIES IN MISSOURI 1950-60, CLASS I COUNTIES 
Service Serv ice % Change Employed Employed % Change 
County 1950 1960 1950-60 County 1950 1960 1950-60 
Andrew 293 160 - 45.4 Boone 554 831 + 50.0 
Atchison 197 244 + 23.9 Buchanan 1,206 1,295 + 7.4 
Bates 265 299 + 12.8 Camden 70 151 +115.7 
Benton 133 108 - 18.8 Cape Girardeau 332 461 + 38.9 
Bollinger 107 110 + 2.8 Clay 531 1,417 +166.9 
Caldwell 3,263 5,590 + 71.3 Cole 2,181 2,676 + 22.7 
Carroll 258 214 - 17.1 Frankl in 301 398 + 32.2 
Cedar 148 94 - 36.5 Greene 1,150 1,714 + 49.0 
Chariton 198 199 - 0.5 Iron 77 70 - 9.1 
Christion 147 186 + 26.5 Jackson 12,275 14,264 + 16.2 
Clark 123 124 + .8 Jasper 734 870 + 18.5 
Dade 145 110 - 24.1 Jefferson 279 497 + 78.1 
Dallas 149 169 + 13.4 Madison 84 80 - 4.8 
Daviess 52 196 +276.9 Marion 334 328 - 1.8 
Dekolb 135 156 + 15.6 Newton 205 275 + 34.1 
Douglos 134 107 - 21.1 Pettis 298 512 + 71.8 
Dunkl in 616 782 + 26.9 Phelps 573 1,069 + 86.6 
Gentry 183 160 - 12.6 Platte 160 328 +105.0 
Harrison 218 257 + 17.9 Pulaski 256 642 +151.0 
Hickory 88 80 
- 9.1 Randolph 226 216 - 4.4 
Holt 142 111 - 21.8 St. Charles 381 540 + 41.7 
Knox 116 118 + 1.7 St. Francois 242 227 - 6.2 
Mercer 113 118 + 4.4 St. Louis County 6,893 10,937 + 58.7 
Mississippi 231 286 + 23.8 St. Louis City 19,937 16,155 - 19.0 
Monroe 158 193 + 22.2 Taney 83 116 + 40.0 
New Madrid 422 526 + 24.6 Washington 80 112 + 40.0 
Nodaway 686 823 + 20.0 Avg. + 11.8 
Oregon 169 146 - 13.6 
Osage 118 160 + 35.6 
Ozark 82 97 + 18.3 
Pemiscot 488 513 + 5.1 
Polk 214 363 + 69.6 
Putnam 128 131 + 2.3 
Ralls 114 114 .0 
St. Clair 184 100 - 45.7 
Schuyler 87 108 - 24.1 
Scotland 85 88 + 3.5 
Shelby 144 141 - 2.1 
Stoddard 351 613 + 74.6 
Sullivan 154 118 - 23.4 
Webster 177 187 + 5.6 
Worth 78 101 + 29.5 
Avg. + 12.2 
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TABLE XXIII. PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION TRENDS 
IN MISSOUR I 1950-60, CLASS I COUNTIES 
County 
Adair 
Audrain 
Barry 
Borton 
Butler 
Ca ll oway 
Corter 
Cass 
Clinton 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Dent 
Gasconade 
Grundy 
Henry 
Howard 
Howell 
Johnson 
Laclede 
Lafayette 
Lawrence 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Linn 
Livingston 
McDonald 
Mercer 
Maries 
Miller 
Moniteau 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pike 
Roy 
Reynolds 
Ripley 
Ste. Genevieve 
Saline 
Scott 
Shannon 
Stone 
Texas 
Vernon 
Warren 
Wayne 
Wright 
Employed 
1950 
164 
198 
187 
104 
218 
308 
42 
124 
134 
186 
95 
97 
100 
125 
161 
117 
173 
201 
141 
224 
158 
96 
139 
182 
208 
79 
52 
63 
104 
138 
113 
83 
102 
369 
147 
60 
85 
71 
231 
206 
69 
64 
129 
182 
66 
101 
106 
Employed 
1960 
176 
248 
168 
76 
360 
555 
60 
413 
116 
227 
94 
122 
114 
158 
195 
108 
251 
310 
307 
232 
236 
133 
155 
163 
242 
120 
74 
151 
320 
205 
135 
81 
54 
154 
248 
110 
98 
74 
245 
252 
75 
57 
286 
190 
98 
100 
168 
% Change 
1950-60 
+ 7.3 
+ 25.3 
- 10.2 
- 26.9 
+ 65.1 
+ 80.2 
+ 4.3.0 
+233.1 
- 13.4 
+ 22.0 
- 1.1 
+ 25.8 
+ 14. 0 
+ 26.4 
+ 21.1 
- 7.7 
+ 45.1 
+ 54.2 
+117.7 
+ 3.6 
+ 49 . 4 
+ 38.5 
+ 11 .5 
- 10.4 
+ 16.4 
+ 51.9 
+ 42.3 
+139.7 
+208.7 
+ 48.6 
+ 19.5 
- 2.4 
- 47.1 
- 58.3 
+ 68.7 
+ 83.3 
+ 15.3 
+ 4.2 
+ 6.1 
+ 22.3 
+ 8.7 
- 10.9 
+121.7 
+ 4.4 
+ 48.5 
- 1.0 
+ 58.5 
Avg. + 33.7 
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TABLE XXIV. PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION EMPLOYMENT TRENDS 
IN MISSOURI 1950-60, CLASS III COUNTIES 
County 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Bates 
Benton 
Boll inger 
Coldwell 
Carroll 
Cedar 
Chariton 
Christian 
Clark 
Dade 
Dallas 
Daviess 
DeKalb 
Douglas 
Dunklin 
Gentry 
Harrison 
Hickory 
Halt 
Knox 
Mercer 
Mississippi 
Monroe 
New Madrid 
Nodaway 
Oregon 
Osage 
Ozark 
Pemiscot 
Polk 
Putnam 
Ralls 
St. Clair 
Schuyler 
Scotland 
Shelby 
Stoddard 
Sullivan 
Webster 
Warth 
Employed 
1950 
98 
102 
149 
84 
69 
85 
120 
80 
127 
65 
81 
63 
65 
91 
68 
65 
276 
93 
121 
49 
101 
79 
52 
114 
86 
146 
187 
76 
106 
55 
214 
140 
59 
71 
80 
50 
66 
113 
161 
92 
98 
55 
Employed 
1960 
95 
124 
178 
109 
104 
122 
132 
92 
166 
129 
99 
72 
103 
117 
96 
76 
329 
132 
172 
45 
83 
62 
74 
151 
87 
216 
232 
95 
179 
99 
283 
154 
71 
92 
76 
77 
119 
107 
241 
122 
140 
87 
Avg. 
% Change 
1950-60 
- 3.1 
+21.6 
+19 .5 
+29.8 
+50.1 
+43.5 
+10.0 
+15.0 
+30.7 
+98.5 
+22.2 
+14.3 
+58.5 
+28.6 
+41.2 
+16.9 
+1 7.9 
+41.9 
+42.1 
- 8.2 
-17.8 
-21.5 
+42 .3 
+32.5 
+ 1.2 
+48.0 
+24.1 
+25.0 
+68.9 
+80.0 
+32.2 
+10.0 
+20.3 
+29.6 
- 5.0 
+54.0 
+80.3 
- 5.3 
+49.7 
+32.6 
+42 .9 
+58.2 
+30.3 
ERRATA SHEET - STATION BULLETIN 885 
1. Page 8, Figure I - Group III and IV counties are switched 
on map legend. To be consistent with Tables 5 and 6, 
pages 11 and 12, the Group IV heading should be Group III, 
and Group III heading should be replaced by Group IV. 
The description under the heading will then be correct 
and the map and Tables 5 and 6 will be consistent. Greene 
county should be Group I but is marked both Group I and 
Group VI. 
2. Page 10 - Last paragraph should read -- Group III Was 
classified low growth counties because town size Was 
smaller than Group II and these counties were thus 
assumed to have a lower growth potential even though 
agricultural employment levels were similar in both 
groups. 
3. Page 10, Table 3 - St. Charles county employment projec-
tion for 1970 should be 22,720 not 27,720. 
4. Page 11, . Table 5 - Cooper county employment projection 
for 1970 reads 5,527 and should read 6,527. 
5. Page 13, Table 8 - Hickory county employment projection 
for 1970 should read 1,453 not 1,853. 
6. Page 13, Table 8 - Macon county should read Mercer county. 
7. Page 19, Table VIII - Howard county manufacturing for 
1,960 reads 177 and should read 377. 
